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Response to Amendment 

1 . This office action is in response to amendment /reconsideration filed on 
06/08/2007, the amendment/reconsideration has been considered. Claims 3-5,7,10- 
12,14-15,17,18-19 has been amended. Claims 1-20 are pending for examination, the 
rejection cited as stated below. 

2. Claims 15-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 101 , because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter, and rejection has been maintained from 
previous office action, further details are give in response to argument section. 

Examiner respectfully, maintains the rejection under 35 U.S.C 101, because the 
claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. As explained in the previous 
office action according to the specification cited on page 20, includes radio frequency 
and light wave transmission with in the scope to computer readable media. Examiner 
suggest with the current office standing light waves and radio frequency's are not 
patentable subject matter and above mentioned subject matter does not fall into one of 
the four statutory subject matter namely, process, machine, manufacture, or composition 
of matter, and therefore appropriate correction is required in the specification. 

3. Claims 3-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 112 second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention, has been withdrawn as applicant's argument 
deemed persuasive. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 8, is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
incomplete for omitting essential structural cooperative relationships of elements, such 
omission amounting to a gap between the necessary structural connections. See 
MPEP § 2172.01 . The omitted structural cooperative relationships are: means for 
translation of addresses and means for sending the translation back to the requester. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) The invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects 
for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application 
designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 



7. Claims 1,8 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Hutchison et al. (Patent No.: US 7,249,191 B1), hereinafter "Hutchison". 
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8. As to claims 1 ,8 and 15, Hutchison discloses, receiving a request for host 
information for a remote computer from a requestor (Hutchison, Fig. 7, Col.4, lines 16- 
21 , where client 104 sends out a request to DNS) wherein the request includes one of a 
host name or an Internet Protocol address and is received from the requester 
(Hutchison, Fig. 7, Col.4, lines 16-21, where client request includes an IP address); 

identifying a media access control address and a subnet mask using the request 
(Hutchison, Fig. 7, Col.4, lines 16-21 , where client asking MAC address against an IP 
address and gateway responding with sending a MAC address means there is 
identifying means for identifying MAC address against an IP address); and 

returning a response to the requester, wherein the response includes the media 
access control address and the subnet mask ((Hutchison, Fig. 7, Col.4, lines 16-21, 
where gateway responds with MAC address, it is inherent that subnet mask will be there 
along with MAC address or else packet will be loss not knowing which network or which 
segment of the network it belongs to, further the MAC address has a corresponding IP 
address and IP address has its subnet mask to specify the sub network or network 
segmentation). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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9. Claims 2, 9 and 16, are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hutchison in view of Bullman et al. (Pub. No.: Us 2002/0162038 A1), hereinafter 
"Bullman". 

10. As to claims 2,9 and 16, Hutchison discloses the invention substantially as in 
parent claims 1,8 and 15, including, wherein the requester generates a packet using the 
host information and sends the packet to the remote computer (Hutchison, Col.4, lines 
16-21). However, Hutchison is silent on using wake-up logic in the packet. Bullman 
however, teaches, generating a wake-up packet and transmitting it to remote computer 
to wake-up all the sleeping component of the computer (Bullman, [0017, lines 1-12]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the teachings of Hutchison as applied to claim 
1,8 and 15 above with the teachings of Bullman in order to an obvious advantage to 
reuse existing well-defined network components such a MAC devices and drivers from 
a technical reuse and from cost perspective. 

1. Claims 3,6,7,10,13,14,17 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hutchison as applied to claim 1 ,8 and 15 above, in view of Harrison 
et al. (Pub. No.: US 2004/0177133 A1), hereinafter "Harrison". 
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2. As to claims 3,10 and 17, Hutchison discloses the invention substantially as their 
parent claims. However, Hutchison is silent on, wherein the media access control 
address and the subnet mask are received from a dynamic host configuration protocol 
server and are stored in a data processing system for the data processing system. 
However, Harrison teaches, wherein the media access control address and the subnet 
mask are received from a dynamic host configuration protocol server and are stored in 
the data processing system (Harrison, [0148], where DHCP keeps the updated SME 
database with the MAC and IP addresses of the CPE which upon terminal request 
forwards it to bridge DHCP Server). Examiner also takes the official notice that DHCP is 
a well know network device and can be used in all kind of network setup as the setup 
requirement and further MAC address has a corresponding IP address therefore, there 
is a subnet mask associated with it, further DNS is the data processing system which 
stores all the records). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Hutchison with the teachings of 
Harrison in order to patch up security holes in the network that could enable users from 
one class to access system that they are not authorized to access. 

3. As to claims 6,13 and 20, Hutchison discloses the invention substantially as their 
parent claims 1 ,8 and 15, including, wherein the data processing system is a domain 
name server (Hutchison, Fig. 7, Element-106, Col.4, lines 13-15, where DNS server 
returns the IP address for webpages.com). 
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4. As to claims 7 and 14, Hutchison discloses the invention substantially as their 
parent claims 1 and 8. However, Hutchison is silent on, wherein the media access 
control address and the subnet mask are stored together in a record for both a name-to- 
address file and an address-to-name file. However, Harrison teaches, wherein the 
media access control address and the subnet mask are stored together in a record for 
both a name-to-address file and an address-to-name file (Harrison, [0191, lines 1-7], 
where DNS is disclosed to carry out the mapping information from IP to MAC or MAC to 
IP and domain name to IP etc.). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Hutchison with the teachings of 
Harrison in order to patch up security holes in the network that could enable users from 
one class to access system that they are not authorized to access. 

5. Claims 4,11 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hutchison as applied to claims 1,8 and 15 above, in view of Matsuda et al. (Patent 
No.: US 7039688 B2), hereinafter "Matsuda". 

6. As to claims 4,1 1 and 18, Hutchison discloses the invention substantially as their 
parent claims 1, 8 and 15. However, Hutchison is silent on, wherein the dynamic host 
configuration protocol server obtains the media access control address and the subnet 
mask from a remote computer when the remote computer requests an address from the 
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dynamic host configuration protocol server. However, Matsuda teaches, wherein the 
dynamic host configuration protocol server obtains the media access control address 
and the subnet mask from a remote computer when the remote computer requests an 
address from the dynamic host configuration protocol server (Matsuda, Fig. 7, Element- 
704, Col. 12, lines 46-52 and Col. 12, lines 66-67 and Col.13, lines 1-5). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the teachings of Hutchison with the teachings of 
Matsuda in order to avoid conflict between home appliances in a home network and 
further to have the inventory listing of home appliances through DHCP table. 

7. Claims 5,12 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hutchison as applied to claim 1,8 and 15 above, in view of Bahl (Patent No.: US 
6,957,276 B1), hereinafter "Bahl". 

8. As to claims 5,12 and 19 Hutchison discloses, the invention substantially as in 
parent claims 1, 8 and 15. However, Hutchison is silent on, wherein the media access 
control address and the subnet are received from a user submitting the media access 
control address and the subnet mask and are stored in a data processing system for the 
data processing system. However, Bahl teaches, wherein the media access control 
address and the subnet are received from a user submitting the media access control 
address and the subnet mask and are stored in a data processing system for the data 
processing system (Bahl, Col. 9, lines 1-9, where DHCP is a data processing system) 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the teachings of Hutchison with the teachings of 
Bahl in order to reduce the broadcast on LAN by allowing DHCP server to issue a static 
IP address for infinite time (Bahl, Abstract). 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references, as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing 
responses, to fully consider the references in its entirety as potentially teaching of all or 
part of the claimed invention, as well as the context. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tauqir Hussain whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1247. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30 AM to 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on 571 272 3913. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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